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Remarks 

• Claims 1,2, 5, 8-18, 20-22, aad 24-35 are pending. 

• Claims 1, 2, 5, 8-18, 21, 22, and 24-35 are rejected. 

Claims 1 and 35 have been amended to clarify that the.temperature is maintained 
, luring the coating or applying step. Also, the coaling material is no w required to contain 
ii fluid. All of these amendments are fully supported by the application, as filed, and do 
V not present new matter. 

Applicants wish to point out that the claims as originally file-i where in part 
.lirected to medical devices. During prosecutidn the claims were naiTowed in an attempt 
• o overcome prior art by limiting the medical device to a stent Since that was 
..^successful, in the previous response the medical device element was reintroduced into 
■ he claims. In view of that, it was iinF<*per for the Examiner to refuse entry of the 
^' ; im^ndment after fmal because of applicants' broadening of the scope of the claims 
:iecessitated a new search. 

■ ^f> tJ.S.C. S l ft2 riaim Rejections 

The examiner has rejected claims 1, 2, and 35 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
mticipated by Tseng et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,364.903, the 903-patent. 

This rej ection does not name Claim 4. Applicants have amended claims 1 and 3 5 . 
JO contain all the limitations Of Claim 4, thereby making this rejection moot Since the 
•>03 -patcnt does not teach each and every element of claims 1, 2, and 35, it does not 
jnticipate these claims. Please remove this rejection under 35 O.S.C. § 102(e). 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 24, and 35 aie rejected under 35 U.S.C. §ld3ra) as being 
unpatentable over Berg, U.S. Patent No. 5,464,650, the 650.patent, jn view of Pursley, 
. U.S. Patent No. 6,030,371 , the 371-pBt6nt. 
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Upon dismissing the Pursley reference the Examiner, it became clear that the 
)-.xaminer considers Pursley as teaching a number of embodhnents, one of which 
iLTguabiy teaches applying^ftu^ 

Onetheotherh^, Pursley teaches a number of embodiments in which heated medical 
devices are treated with a solid polymer coating niatcrial. Pursley also teaches a number 
i ifembodiments with fluid-containiag coating materials. Pursley must be viewed as a 
whole. The fact that it teaches some embodiments that contain-fluid and some 
ijmbodimerits that use a heated substrate, and vaguely includes a senitenc^toat MIGHT 
jncan that a fluid- containing coating material can be used with a heated substrate does not 
itsTtoS^l^ Puxsley, if it teaches using a fluid-contaiDing 
coating material at all. does not clearly teach using such a material. And even if the 
j ientence does teach using such a material, th^i^Eursley^disclosurejdbi^^ the 
.Qvention. Note that every time Pursley enables using a heated subsixate with a polymer , -4 
:iiaterial, the polymer material is a solid polymer. ^ , ^ ■ • ^ 



The 371-patent nowhere links heating a metal substrate with spr^ymg a solvent- 
Viased polymer component. In fact, the disclosure goes to great lengths to show that when 
i metal substrate is heated, the polymer component is to be provided is a solid polymer. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would not learn to use or HOW to use a fluid- 
lased polymer componeiit with a heated substrate from the 37i-patent Therefore, the 
rited art combination does not in feet teach or suggest each and evei y element of claim 1, 
4, 24, and 35. Since thfi 371-patent does not teach driving off a solvent using a heated 
substrate, it would not have been obviqtxs to one of ordinary skill in the art to apply the 
teaching of the 371-patent with the method of the 650-patent 

Please remove this rejection under 35 U.S.C, § ld3(a). 
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Since aU claims are in a condition for aUowance, please issue a Notice of 
;vilowabilit5' so stating. If I can be of any help, please contact me. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 30 May 2003 



Squire, Sanders & Dempsey L.L.P. 
One Maritime Plaza 
Suite 300 

San Francisco, CA 94111 
Facsimile (415) 393-9887 
Telephone (415) 954^0235 
crunyah@ssd.com 




Charles E. Ruriyan 
Attorney for Applicants ^ 
Reg. No. 43,066 
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